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To: The Commission

COMMENTS OF Deepak Viswanath, licensee of W36AS,
New Brunswick, New Jersey, with regard to RM-7772.

Deepak Viswanath hereby respectively submits these comments on
the Petition for Rule Making (RM-7772) filed by the Community
Broadcasters Association ("CBA") on June 10, 1991,

The petition filed by the CBA proposes to amend Part 74 of the
Rules and Regulations with regard to the Low Power Television
Service. It is important to note that the petition does not propose
any changes in the basic structure of the Low Power Television
service. All applicants and licensee’s understand that it is a
secondary service and was sanctioned to permit entrepreneurs to
service areas that were not effectively served by full power
television stations.

W36AS was licensed about six months ago and 1is currently
broadcasting ethnic television programs, produced by various
community groups in the area. The channel is broadcasting about 20
hours a week and the response has been very encouraging. We will be
expanding our program week to include more live shows, news, and
local sporting events. The station is relatively new and we are
aggressively getting the word out, through promotion and
advertising.

Although we have been on the air for approximately six months,
we have encountered many of the problems addressed by the CBA in
the petition. First and foremost, the word "Low Power" immediately
prompts questions with regard to reach. All broadcasters have a
primary reach contour whether full power or not, but they may not
reach every single point in that area due to terrain variations or
other physical obstructions. The label Low Power brings unwarranted
negative connotations in the minds of our supporters and force our
sales staff to become defensive as opposed to actively selling the
station breaks. Further it also suggests that our signal integrity
is somehow inferior because it is low power. If we were called
Community Broadcasters, then we would be judged solely on our reach
and programming.
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Recently we have informed the national ratings services of our
start up and our interest in subscribing to one of their services.
Both Nielsen and Arbitron have initially responded with the same
concerns that have been brought up by the CBA. It is still too
early to gauge what will happen, but I feel that the five letter
call signs will present a problem down the road. I am fortunate
that some other LPTV operators have already broken this ground, in
getting their stations included in the ratings, and now it should
be an easier obstacle to overcome. However as far as the audience
is concerned, I feel they will never get accustomed to the five
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convince national or local advertisers to buy time. Knowing that
the system of audience ratings 1is directly related to the
advertising revenues of the station, one could conclude that those
who do not support this aspect of the CBA petition are afraid of
competition in their Dbackyard for advertising dollars, and
ultimately are hindering the success of the "low power" industry.

"Low power'" television stations should be allowed to have
"normal" call letters, especially if they are originating locally
produced programs.

Being located in an area where all the "full power" stations
are carried on cable, we will have to spend a great deal of money
on programming and equipment to attract the average viewer. This is
no surprise to us. But the way in which "low power" operators are
legally protected today, as far as program rights and exclusivity,
actually affords us very little protection against the monopolistic
hold that rests in the hands of "full power" stations. In fact it
would be fairer if we were afforded the same legal rights and
remedies as "full power" stations have.

Lastly, with regard to the 1limitation on power. When the
engineering study for the construction permit for my station was
performed, the coverage as defined by the study indicated that a
certain area could be covered using the existing regulations
governing Low Power television stations. Unfortunately, in our case
the area effectively covered is not as indicated in the initial
engineering study. This is largely due to the fact there are more
smaller terrain obstacles than previously known. As the rules
stand, I can make an application to the Low Power Division of the
FCC to increase the height and chande the +311+ co ae naot +o
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The petition filed by the GRA saddresaes sqme impnrtant. issues
and concerns of the Community Broadcasting industry. As you know
the industry is blossoming at a rapid pace and will probably
continue to do so. As a minority broadcaster, I feel that by
implementing these changes, it will give our station an opportunity
to effectively compete with the "full power" stations. Again, I
would like to stress that the CBA petition does not propose any
changes in the basic structure of the "low power" television
service. I feel the petition merely updates them. I hope the
Commission will encourage the industry by passing the changes
proposed.

Copies of this filing have been sent today to Peter
Tannenwald, Esq., Arent, Fox, Kintner, Plotkin & Kahn, 1050
Connecticut Ave., N.W., Washington, DC 20036-5339, and the
Community Broadcasters Association, P.0O. Box 26736, Milwaukee, WI
53226.

pectfully Submitted,
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